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in particular, the history of contemporary science needs 
developing. Clearly this needs to be dono in a scholarly 
way. I think publication of your book would impede such 
development. 

The book would present to non scientists a distorted 
and unfavourable image of scientists. The DNA story is not 
typical of scientific discovery; for one thing it was 
unusually involved with personal difficulties. Most top 
scientists are fairly civilised, but your book, though you 
may not intend it, would give many people an impression of 
Francis as a feather-brained hyperthyroid, me an overgentlemanly 
mug and you an immature exhibitionist! This would not be fair 
to any of us or to scientists in general. I think you will 
agree that thu barrier between arts and science is a bad thing 
and that there is real need to establish, in the intellectual 
and academic world, science as a cultural activity deserving 
respect. Most people realise that scientists have human 
failings like everyone else, and that scandal and intrigue is 
often present in their world, but I think your book overemphasises 
this. It would be undesirable too if you gave the impression 
you enjoyed revealing scandal. 

The.book is likely to arouse considerable interest 
and cause newspaper people, etc., to pester me to confirm or 
deny what you say. I do not want to be pestered and I do not 
want to be forced into a position where I might say that you 
were an eccentric who should not be taken seriously. Nor do 
I want to stand on one side while Rosalind is discredited. She 
was my colleague and, however just your account of her might 
be, I cannot approve its publication: she would certainly not 
if she were alive. 

None of my objections applies to a thorough study of 
the whole history. If writing your book stimulates such 
study it will have been very worthwhile. 

Yours 

M.H.F.Wilkins 


